The following charts present the relationship between angle of shearing resistance φ ′ in the embankment fill required to prevent failure as a function of the normalised undrained shear strength of the soft soil c u /γH for various values of c ′ /γH, H/D, n. These charts relate to a reinforcement strength R/γH 2 = 0.1 and a zero surcharge condition. Collapse is independent of the values of interface friction coefficient α studied (0.6, 0.8, 1.0). 
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